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ARTICLE I. 


“Lecture on Phrenology, by Frank H. Hamilton M. D., Professor of the 
theory and practice of Surgery in Geneva Medical College, aud the 
Vermont Academy of Medicine. Delivered before the Rochester 
Athenaeum, Feb. 9th, 1841. By request.” 


REVIEW. 
(Continued from page 87.) 

He continues: “Fifth. ‘Study of the same subject, too long 
protracted, causes fatigue ; by changing this, we may still con- 
tinue our labors.’ This assertion is ne doubt true ; yet we need 
not invoke phrenology for a satisfactory explanation. A subject 
jong studied loses its novelty and interest ;” (why ?) “and it re- 
quires, therefore,”’ | wherefore? why requires ?] “a much greater 
effort of mind to continue our atiention; and if persisted in, 
the brain becomes over-burdened; we are then relieved by 
any novel study ;” (but why does a novel study give relief?) 
“‘ which pessesses for a while more interest.”’ (But why possess 
more interest? Dr. H. says the want of interest was caused 
by “the brain becoming overburdened and fatigued.”? Then 
why or how should re-burdening it by additional exercise give 
relief? Why, when a man becomes tired by carrying a load, 
would he be “relieved”? by carrying another on the top of it? 

Why when a manistired out by walking east, does it “relieve” 

him to walk back again? Can’t you tell, Dr.? Let us tell 

you. A parrot scholar once went to college, and got along 

well in Euclid, by committing every proposition to memory 

verbatim. Whilst flippantly rattling off a committed propo- 

sition which he had not brains enough to understand, as he 
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got to the “¢herefore’’ of it, Dr. Nott, or some other professor, 
asked him, wherefore ? Pretty polly had to sitdown. So Dr. 
H. tells us that a novel study, although it re-taxes a brain al- 
ready “over loaded,” relieves it ; but does not tell us how or why 
this relief is caused, or why another study becomes a novel 
one. It is as though he had argued, If you carry a pail of 
water in your left hand till it is “overburdened and fatigued,”’ 
carrying another pail of sand back again in the same hand, 
will relieve it, because it is NoveL. However, as this argument 
is only drawn from “analogy,’’ Dr. H. will, of course, “whol- 
ly reject it as illogical and unsound.” 

But if we are asked whyand how achange of studies givesre- 
lief, we answer, for the same reason that when you have car- 
ried a heavy weight in the right hand till it is “fatigued,’’ you 
experience relief by taking it into the left, to which hand it zs 
a“novelty.”’ (Another illogical (?) analogy,) “and when that is 
“overburdened,” by swinging it upon the back, &c. Observe, 
reader, the beauty with which Phrenology accounts for this 
relief, by maintaining that one part of the brain reasons, an- 
other performs music, another studies mathematics, and ¢here- 
fore, (aye, and there is a wherefore to this therefore,) when 
Causality is fatigued by thinking, our turning to music calls a 
fresh organ into exercise, just as changing your load from the 
right hand to the left, calls a set of fresh muscles into action. 


“¢Monomania, or hallucination upon a particular subject 
while the mind is sane upon all others, proves incontestibly,’ 
say they, ‘that each organ has its appropriate function; and is 
wholly inconsistent with the doctrine of the unity of the brain.’ 
Let us examine—A man has long and deeply dwelt upon the 
subject of religion until it becomes to him a matter of para 
mount and int:nse interest; his brain’’ (as a whole of course,) 
‘yas acquired a morbid and feverish irritability, so that the 
slightest mental agitation,’’ (of whatever kind, of course,) “pro- 
duces a rush of blood to the head, and positive derangement. 
Now speak to this man upon the subject of politics ; he an- 
swers you correctly and talks sanely—he is cool, calm and 
rational.”? [Why ?] “Introduce any other subject—his profes- 
sion or trade, and still he manifests no excitement, nor sign of 
derangement. He has no interest in all these matters and his 
brain” [asa whole of course,] “remains sound. But speak to 
him on the subject of religion—no matter how cautiously, and 
you touch the string to which all his feelings vibrate ; cerebral 
congestion immediately ensues, and he talks with all the wild- 


wee 














REVIEW OF DR. HAMILTON. 99 


ness of a confirmed maniac.’’ [But whyamaniac when “his 
brain remained sound,”’ but the second before? Why does 


religion produce instantanous madness, and a rush of blood to 
the head? In short has Dr. H. given us one solitary reason 
why the brain is sound one instant and congested the next, but 


sound the third, or why religion excites him, and other things 
do not. Dr. H. gives us atherefore withouta wherefore. He 


continues:] “It isnowclear,” [as mud] “that he is only amono- 
maniac when the subject of his monomania is before him, and 
that it is the whole miad and not a portion which is then de- 
ranged.’”’ But how muchclearer the phrenological explanation 


that the non-continued over-exercise of one organ renders it in- 
flamed, and morbidly susceptible of excitement, whilst the other 


organs may be healthy,so that when you converse with him on, 
any subject that excites a healthy organ, he is perfectly sane, 
but the moment you introduce religion, you excite a diseased, 
inflamed, congested organ, which produces the mono part of 
the mania. When this parrot scholar was asked for his where- 
Sore, he was obliged to set down. So when we ask Dr. H. ™ 
wherefore or how introducing religion causes his brain to be- |“ 
come inflamed in an instant, and how changing the subject re-| 
stores his brain to a perfectly healthy state the next instant, he \ 
too must set down, and sit there forever. 

That the reader may see whether the Doctor has clearly 
stated, or at all refuted, this incontestible argument in proof of 
the plurality of the mental faculties and cerebral organs, we 
quote the six lines embodying it from our “Practical Phrenolo- 
gy,” p. 7. “Srixr. Insane persons are often deranged only 
upon a single subject, whilst they are sane upon every other. 
Now, were the mind a single power, and the brain a unity, 
sanity upon one subject, and insanity upon another, could not 
co-exist ; whereas, were it a plurality of powers, and the brain, 
of organs,a given organ, and with it its power, might be dq- 
ranged, whilst the others remained in a healthy state.”” Qne 
such proof of this “vexed question,”’ “is quite sufficient.” 

Dr. Hamilton himself being judge, we ask whether we have 
not quoted the strongest passages (we mean the least weak) of 
his lecture, and we appeal to the reader whether he has inval- 
idated our leading principle in the least, or adduced the jfirs¢ 

proof that the brain is a unitw ? 
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The reader will observe that one of Dr. Hamilton’s “ posi- 
tive’’ objections is the merely negateve argument that Phrenol- 
ogists have not demonstrated lines of separation between the 
organs. However, says he, it matters little, for there may 
be difference of function in the brain, just as there is in the 
different parts of the spinal column, without your being able 
to demonstrate a difference of structure. That is, as anato- 
mists know that the spinal marrow performs several functions, 
yet have been unable to demonstrate lines of separation between 
the different parts performing them, sothere may be a difference 
in the functions of different parts of the brain without any per- 
ceptible difference of structure between the different organs. 

We now come to his “pathalogical facts,’’ or his 


“ Unkindest eut of all,”’ 


which he and his friends regard as his strong point, his great 
battering-ram. We quote them entire, and shall answer them 
thoroughly. 

“ The following case was published in the “American Medi- 
cal Intelligencer”? for April, 1837,a work edited by Prof. Dun- 
glison. Dr. G. W. Boerstler, of Lancaster, Ohio, was the 
surgeon in the case and made the post mortem examination in 
presence of Drs. Edwards, Ohr, and Newcomer. The man- 
ner in which the report is drawn up, is in itself sufficient evi- 
dence of his competency to make the examination.* A boy 
had been kicked by a horse, and his skull fractured. There 
was no compression, save by the fractured pieces, which were 
readily removed. The boy’s faculties were not destroyed, 
but there was some intellectual confusion from the time of the 
injury, during the operation, and for two hours after; from 
which time he recovered every faculty of the mind, and they 
continued vigorous for six weeks, and to within one hour of 
his death, which took place on the forty-third day.” * * 
The space of the skull, previously occupied by the right an- 
terior and middle lobes of the cerebrum, presented a perfect 
cavity, the hollow of which was filled with some sero-puru- 


*On p. 5. of his lecture, Dr. H. after admitting ‘that the brain is the 
organ of the mind,” says, ‘and this no person of common intelligence 
at the present day pretends to deny ;’’ and yet this same highly ‘ com- 
petent” Dr. B. denies it; for, in commenting on this case, he says, that 
it not only explodes the Phrenological doctrine, but also that it equally 
overthrows the doctrine that the brain is the organ of themind. [See 
Medical Library, Vol. I., No. I.] Ergo, aecording to Dr. Hamilton's 
own showing, the *‘ competent” Dr. B. has not ‘common intelligence.” 
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lent matter; the lobes having been destroyed by suppuration : 
the third lobe was much disorganized. The left hemisphere 
was in a state of ramollisment down to the corpus callosum. 
It was so much softened, that the slightest touch would remove 
portions ; and, with the aid of a sponge, I wiped away its sub- 
stance to near the corpus callosum, when it began to be firmer, 
but presented more the appearance of a homogeneous mass, 
than of regular organization. The chiasm of the optic nerves, 
as well as their entire tract, was so soft as to yield to a slight 
touch with the handle of the scalpel, and the olfactory were in 
the same condition. The corpus callosum, thalami nervorum 
opticorum, and tubercula quadrigemina, presented no patho- 
logical condition. The cerebellum and medulla oblongata 
were in a physiological state. The spinal column was not ex- 
amined. ‘This boy was remarkably intelligent. In my daily 
visits, I held frequent conversations with him ; and in all my 
observations, I could not discover the slightest derangement of 
his intellectual faculties—no dullness of sensibility, no obtuse- 
ness of perception, no impairment of judgment, no want of 
memory, and, so far as mind is eoncerned, he gave no evidence 


of disease. His vision, audition, and voice were unimpaired.”’ 
| 


The trite proverb that “ Too much of a good thing is worge 
than nothing,” applies with emphasis to this report. The state- 
ment that “the chiasm of the optic nerves, as well as their en- 
tire tract, was so soft as to yield to a slight touch,” whilst 


the lad’s “vision was unimpaired,” refutes itself, and nullifies , 


the whole force of this fact. (?) As well might Dr. B. tell the 
scientific world that a boy in Ohio could see without eyes or 
optic nerves, or breathe without lungs. Natural Philosophy 
fully proves that, though the eye collects and adjusts the rays of 
light, yet that vision is performed by the optic nerve alone. 
Who believes that any body ever retained their vision unim- 
paired, after the nerves of vision were thoroughly disorganized? 
No one; noteven Dr. Hamilton! The very statement is pre- 
posterous! Then why should Phrenologists believe the other 
equally absurd part of the report, namely, that his “perception,”’ 
“judgment,” “memory,” and “mind” remained “unimpaired,”’ 
after the entire brain, except a small portion in one corner, was 
equally Uisorganized? The report renders it self-evident that 
the brain and the optic nerve were both in precisely the same 
condition: the former “so much softened that the slightest 
touch would remove portions ;” the latter, “so soft as to yield 
to a slight touch.”’ Hence, if Dr. B.’s assertion that “the 
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brain was so much softened as to yield toa slight touch,’”’ over- 
throws Phrenology, his assertion that “the optic nerves were 
so soft as to yield toa slight touch” whilst his “vision remained 
unimpaired,”’ eguadly overthrows the established and admitted 
principles of vision. But since Dr. H. asserts the former, if after 
this, he ever believes or teaches the optic nerves to be the in- 
struments of vision, he does not believe that part of Dr. B.’s 
report relating to the optic nerves; nor will any but bigoted 
anti-Phrenologists believe the other part. Even Dr. Hamilton 
does not believe that very part relating to the boy’s retaining 
his intellectual powers after the disorganization of most of his 
brain; for, on page 3 of his lecture, he distinctly admits that 
the “brain is the organ of the mind;”’ yet here argues that it 
may be disorganized, and most of it abstracted, whilst the 

boy’s intellectual faculties remained “unimpared.”? [See ! 
“Phrenology Proved,” &c., p. 337.] 

This report must be received or rejected as a whole. Shall 
then, the whole literary world, shall even natural Philosophy 
herself, bow and stand corrected by Dr. B.’s report; or shall | 
we rather conclude that both the brain and the optic nerves 
were thus softened after death, and before dissection? Or shall, 
this new discovery that the optic nerves are no longer the in-! 
strument of vision, or, if they are, that their being all disor- 
ganized does not impair the vision, and also that men can) 
think, remember, judge, &c., without brains, or with their brains 
decayed by suppuration, as well as wi/A them in a sound state, | 
or shall we regard Dr. B.’s report as erroneous? Had he| 

omitted the last sentence quoted, his report would have oes 

less self-contradictory ; but as it is, the report refutes itself. 

After asserting that this fact (?) overthrows Phrenology, Dr. 

B. adds that it egual/y overthrows the doctrine that the brain 

is the organ of the mind; a doctrine which Dr. H. admits, 
and says no man of ordinary intelligence denies. page 4 

Yet here he denies it, or at least, says that a boy in Ohio 

_ could think, remember, judge, &c., with most of his brain 
matterated or softened ! (Those who argue against truth, shoul 

ave excellent memories in order not to contradict einer 

If the mind’s eye of Dr. H. had been half open, and that half 

not blinded by prejudice, he must have seen that this fact (?) 

does not touch Phrenology as suceh—does not militate against 
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its one distinctive, characteristic feature, as stated by Dr. H. on 
p- 8, and quoted on p. 86 and 87, namely, whether the brain ) 


be a plurality oforgans, but only against the doctrine that the \f 
brain as a whole exercises the mental functions as a whole. fur 


Even these great men like Dr.’s H. and B. will sometimes 
commit and copy palpable abeurdigies—\will occasionally put 
dead flies in their ointment. 

Prof. Worcester, of Cincinnatti, once asked Dr. Mussey 
whether he would be willing to stake his reputation on this re- 
port of Dr. B.’s? “No! no! it contradicts itself,” was his 
reply. Dr. H. continues : 


“Prof. Mussey, of Cincinnatti, related to ussome years since, 
a case which came under his observation. An adult had lost, 
in consequence of a severe injury, and consequent sloughing 
of the parts, most or many of the perceptive organs on each 
side: yet by examination, he learned that he retained the 
faculties peculiar to these organs as well asever. In this case, 
there could be no deception ; for the frontal bone in front of 
the destroyed organ, had also sloughed, and a deep and wide 
cavern was left, into which the fingers might be introduced. 
Weare happy to hear from Prof. Mussey, that he intends soon 
to give a paper to the public on the subject of phrenology ; 
in which, we presume, the particulars of this interesting case 
will be more minutely detailed. He is a distinguished scholar, 
and has proved himself an able antagonist of phrenology.— 
We shall look for this article with much impatience.” 


j 
J 


It will be time enough for Phrenologists to answer this case, 
after Dr. M. reports it, which will not probably be very soon, 
unless he makes greater progress in anti-Phrenology than he 
has done for the last four years. Why did he omit to give his 
accustomed lecture against Phrenology to his last class at Fair- 
field? Perhaps he has become convinced that there may be 
some truth in Phrenology, and hence, being a conscientious ad- 
vocate of truth, fears to oppose it. “Go thou and do likewise.” 

But the following is the most plausible point in Dr. Hamil- 
ton’s whole lecture : 

“ For the particulars of the following case, which we have 
taken the liberty considerably to abridge, we are indebted to 
the politeness of Erastus Cushing, M. D., of Cleveland, Ohio, 
who was himself the attending physician, and made the post 
mortem examination. Inthe autumn of 1839, Miss E. Atkins, 
of Cleveland,a young lady of high intellectual accomplish- 
ments, while passing from her chamber into the hall adjoining, 
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made a misstep, and was precipitated down a flight of stairs. 
She was taken up insensible, and died three days after. 

“ Twenty-four hours after death, an examination was made 
i .° in the presence of Drs. Terry, James L. Ackley, Hutchinson, 
Cangan, Mendenhall, and Cushing, all of Cleveland. Remov- 
ing the scalp, an extensive fracture was found traversing the 
left parietal bone, obliquely upwards and backwards across 
the sagittal suture. The calvarium being next elevated, the 
skull was seen to be less than half its usual thickness; while 
the dura mater was much thickened. The surface of the brain 
appeared a little more vascular than natural. A firm promi- 
nent point now presented itself between the hemispheres of 
the brain, pressing so firmly against the upper part of the os 
frontis, as that it had become perforated by absorption, for the 
space of one inch in length, and 3-8 in width, the periosteum 
aloneremainingentire. Examining farther, this wasascertained 
to be a bony tumor, situated nearly in the centre, but inclining 
a little more to the right than left,extending from the top to the 
base of the skull, and depressing considerably the right orbitar 
plate of the frontal bone; of an irregularcuboidal shape, and 





occupying nearly all of the anterior third of the cavity of the 4 
cranium. Its exact weight was one pound and six drachms, 
apothecary. Dr. Cushing describes it as being no where at- 


tached to the skull, and only in one point to the dura mater, 
‘between the bifurcation of the optic nerves.’ It seemed, 
however, to ‘arise from, and be incorporated with, the sub- 
stance of the brain,’ from which it was with difficulty separ- 
ated. Prof. A. W. Ackley, of Willoughby College, Ohio, to 
whom the tumor was immediately handed, made a section 
through the center with a saw, and states in a letter to me on 
the subject, ‘on careful examination, I have no doubt it was 
anosseous transformation of the substance of the brain, in- 
creasing in density from the surface to the center.’ Here, then, 
was a total destruction of the perceptive and intellectual or- 
gans, as well as some of the sentiments—benevolence, &c. 
The following, however, will show that her mind retained 
nearly its wonted power and integrity, until the day of the ac- 
cident, three days before her death. 

“She had been occasionally ill during the last three years ; 
during which time her sight had been gradually failing, and 
at length she became totally blind; her right eye being slight- 
ly protruded. Her occasional attacks of illness, were evident- 
ly the consequence of the pressure of this tumor; being at- 
tended with more or less stupor, pain in the forehead, &c. 
From these, however, she always soon recovered by proper 
treatment, and her mind in the intervals possessed nearly its 
usual accuracy and viger, and seemed only to lack in guich- 
ness or readiness of conception, ‘although,’ says Dr. Cushing, 
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‘it was in the end correct.’ A few days before her death, she 
sung a favorite hymn, (time and tune,) and had no other diffi- 
culty than that of indistinct articulation, which arose from the 
partially paralyzed state of the muscles and mouth.’ 

What right has Dr. H. to attribute her “difficulty”’ in singing 
to “the partially paralized state of the muscles of the mouth” 
rather than to the partial paralysis of the phrenological organ 
of Tune? As these muscles were not dissected, we have as 
undoubted a right to attribute it to the /atter, as he to the for- 
mer. The report itself renders it self-evident, first, that her 
organ of Tune was impaired, and secondly, that her singing 
was indistinct ; which converts the case, as he reports it, into 
a phrenological fact. The report itself asserts that Time and 
Tune on the /eft side, were not destroyed, though obviously 
injured, and that she sung with difficulty. 

Dr. H. says, there “ was a ¢ofa/ destruction of tive intellect- 
organs, by a tumor nearly in the centre, yet inclining a little 
more to the right than left.” Its effecting a “¢otal’’ destruc 
- tion of the intellectual lobe, yet being partly on one side, is like 
having a “¢otal’’ eclipse of the moon partly on one side, or 
having a part equal to the whole—another dead fly—a real 
Irish bull. 

Mark what follows: “Here then, was a fotal destruction of 
the intellectual lobe by a tremor situated nearly in the centre.” 
How “nearly”? “ Near\y’’ an inch would be “nearly in the 
centre,”’ yet “nearly”? an inch would give Phrenology “ near- 
ly’’ all the leeway required ; for her mind retained only “near- 
ly its wonted power and integrity ;”? and these fwo nearlys 
“nearly” overthrow th: whole force of this only “ nearly’? 
anti-phrenological fact. A “nearly’’ fact isno fact at all. Until 
Dr. H. brings forward a whole fact, in which not “ nearly in the 
centre, yet a little more to the right than left,” but the entire 
organ on both sides is destroyed, whilst the corresponding fac« 
ulty retains its power, he only “nearly” hits the mark where 
‘a miss is as good as a mile.” 

These remarks apply equally to the balance of this self-con- 
tradicting story. The report says that “nearly”? all her intel- 
lectual organs were removed or abstracted, “ yet a little more 
to the right side than left;”? and also, that “her mind in the 
intervals possessed”? only “nearly its wonted accuracy and 














106 AMERICAN PHRENOLOGICAL JOURNAL. 


vigor, and seemed to lack”’ (mark, reader, her mind and brain 

both lacked) “in quickness, or readiness of comprehension,” 

(poor thing, how could she comprehend quickly with her intel- 

lectual lobe nearly absorbed,) “being attended with more or 
less stupor.”” (No wonder.) 

Comment is unnecessary. From being a “young lady of 
high intellectual accomplishments,”’ she became “ dull of com- 
prehension, attended with stupor’’ and “/acked vigor of mind;” 
her intellectual faculties becoming impaired by this injury of 
her intellectual organs, and “ nearly”’ in the same proportion. 

Having shown from the report itself that this case bears in 
favor of Phrenology, we do not assert, but merely suggest, 
that her “falling down stairs” might have been caused by the 
tumor’s injuring her organs of Locality and Weight. How 
much of the faculty of Causality, Language, Mirthfulness, 
Eventuality, &c., she possessed, report “saith not ;”’ and yet 
“this is really the vexed question.” 

As Dr. H. is so poorly off for facts of the right kind, we 
will help him to one. Prof. Horner, of Philadelphia, in his 
Anatomy, states that a patient of his lost nearly all of his an- 
terior or intellectual lobe by suppuration, including the percep- 
tive organs on both sides, yet retained his intellectual faculties 
to the last. Dr. H. annually exhibits this brain, preserved in 
spirits, to his class, as a refutationof Phrenology. Year after 
year, his students triumphantly pointed us to this brain as 
conclusive against the science. At last, accompanied by Rev. 
S W. Fuller, Prof. J. Bryant, and several other literary gen- 
tlemen, we accepted an invitation to examine it. Dr. Horner 
placed it before us in a highly dignified and positive manner, 
at the same time taking down his work on Anatomy and begin- 
ning to read from it his report of the case. When he came to 
that part of itin which he says, “ The Phrenological organs of 

If all the perceptive faculties, and most of the intellectual, on 

| both sides, were destroyed by suppuration,” we said, stop Dr., 

' and pointed out the lobe of each of the perceptive faculties, 
and Causality as being entire on one side. “Oh, but,” inter- 
rupted the Dr., “see what the book says”! We replied, “Re- 
ally, Dr., you must indeed excuse us for believing our own 
eyes in preference to your book.” 

Although this brain was dissected twenty-eight hours after 
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a lingering illness, which allowed decay to progress to its ut- 
most limits before dissolution, and though it has, of course, de- 
cayed some since, yet when we pointed out to all present one 
lobe of each of the intellectual organs, except Comparison and )/ 
Eventuality, Dr. Horner rebuts the testimony of our own 
eyes, by referring to “ what his boeksays.’’ We presume that 
this is the case alluded to by Dr. Hamilton on the authority of 
Dr. Mussey. 

We asked Dr. Horner whether he closely examined the 
boy’s mind to ascertain whether he actually retained the facul- 
ties of Causality, Eventuality, Comparison, Locality, &c. He 
answered, “Oh, no! The boy was foo weak for that,” (very 
likely,) “but I did not discover their absence.”? We replied, 
significantly, “ Doctor, no fact is of any avail against Phren- \\ 
ology, unless it is ascertained, to a certainty, that a phrenolo- | 
gical organ is wholly wanting on both sides, and its faculty // 
palpably manifested : in ¢his case, we have neither.” a 

(To be continued.) 





(KpA> 


ARTICLE Ii 
EXAMINATION OF A RELIGIOUS CHEAT. 


Our world is full of anomalies and self-contradictions. We 
have learned fools and foolish wise men; honest infidels and 
cheating Christians; ignorant men endowed with superior 
talents, and others who gre geniuses in one department, but 
perfect tyros in another. One man has a remarkable talent 
for making money but no mechanical ingenuity, and no liter- 
ary taste or talent; whilst another can neither make money, 
nor use it to advantage, but is devoted to books. Even Dan- 
iel Webster, with alJl his intellectual greatness, is said to be 
destitute of economy in money matters. 

But the most remarkable of these: self-contradictions, occur 
in those who are governed by their propensities at one time, 
and by their religious feeling at another. ‘These are our pray- 
ing rascals ; our conscientious cheats ; our Sunday Christians 
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but week day sinners. This subject will be best illustrated, 
as well as accounted for, by the following fact:— _ 

In August, 1841, at one of our public double-test examina- 
tions in Utica, N. Y., which examinations were made by both 
ourself and brother L. N. Fowler, Mr. N. was selected. We 
saw the physical, animal temperament to be predominant, 
combined with strong animal propensities, and also with large 
Veneration. We were nonplused, for in point of relative size, 
the propensities and moral organs were about equal. In this 
case, of course, education, occupation, and circumstances, 
mainly determine the conduct. If they incline to the side of 
virtue and religion, the conduct is biased in that direction ; but 
if to the side of vice, they turn the scale in the opposite direc- 
tion. Applying this principle to Mr. N., we asked if he was 
a professor of religion, and when answered in the affirmative, 
we proceeded to describe him as a conscientious, praying, hon- 
orable man, yet as very fond of money, and very close mouthed, 
though too conscientious to be a hypocrite. This information 
as to his religious profession, misled us; for, though he was a 
professor, yet the influences of religion reached only to his 
feelings, but did not control his conduct. Like a scale evenly 
balanced, he was good and bad by turns ; and, as his Tempe- 
rament was very fervid, he was like Jeremiah’s grapes— 
the good very good, but the bad so very bad that they could 
not be eaten. Six times he had been converted and received 
into the church, and six times excommunicated for his gross 
immoralities. By attending church on the Sabbath, his Vene- 
ration would be wrought up to so high a pitch that he would 
pray in the most fevent manner, weep over his sins, repent- 
ing them from the very bottom of his heart, and pray most 
devoutly for grace to enable him to overcome them; and the 
next morning, cheat the first man he could find that would be- 
lieve his plausible falsehoods. He resorted to every artifice 
and stratagem imaginable, in order to take in his neighbors. 
His falsehoods were so plausible, and uttered with such perfect 
assurance, and his deceptions so cunningly devised, that he 
would cheat his neighbors time after time, and yet the next 
Sunday be as pious, and, at the evening prayer meeting, as 
penitent as before. Nor was this hypocritical. He /e/t it all. 
The fact was this. His Temperament was of the most ar- 
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dent and excitable kind, and, therefore, all his feelings were 
strong to excess. Hence, when his Veneration was excited 
by the voice of prayer and praise, he, too, poured out his soul 
in penitence and supplication before his God. But, when 
again in business, his religious paroxysm subsided, and his 
Acquisitiveness and Secretiveness excited, he would cheat and 
lie with a relish, and for the sake of the pleasure afforded 
thereby. The case of the colored servant girl, mentioned 
on page 21, is similar in this particular. We have a vast 
many Mr. N.’s in society. They may not carry their dupli- 
city and knaveryto great lengths; but, they will be very pious 
from Saturday night to Monday morning, and yet sell a poor 
article for a good one, knowing it not to be what they posi- 
tively declare it to be ; entice you to buy even against your 
will, and then sell your property under the hammer for not a 
tenth of its true value, and have a proxy on the spot to bid it 
in, and still visit the sanctuary and partake of the sacrament 
the next Sabbath. Their brethren in the church account them 
hypocritical, yet they are not so ; and “the world ”’ take occa- 
sion, from these inconsistences, to reproach Christianity. 

It is generally thought that no man can be truly pious, with- 
out being perfectly honest. This is by no means the case. A 
Shylock may worship his God just as fervently and as sincerely 
as though he were honest ; and, “ vice versa,” a man may be 
perfectly honest without having a spark of true piety. The 
fact is that honesty is exercised by one class of developments, 
and piety, by another ; and hence, one man may have the de- 
velopments of a pious man combined with powerful propen- 
sities, each ruling him by turns, according to the amount of 
excitement placed before them; while another may be per- 
fectly upright, yet never be imbued with gratitude or praise 
to God. 

Men have so little charity for each other, that they allow 
one sin to hide a multitude of virtues. They generally regard 
the man who does one bad act as bad throughout and utterly 
wicked, and make little or no allowances for extenuating 
circumstances, but condemn by the whulesale, considering him 
“that sinneth in one point as guilty of adi.’? Censorious man! 
Open the book of Phrenology. Read in it a lesson of forbear- 
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ance, if not of forgiveness. Look mainly at his virtues. And, 
when you see a neighbor, in an unguarded hour, overcome by 
a passion against which he is struggling with might and main, 
do not throw into the shade all his former good works, but 
rather let them become a mantle of charity to hide his faults, 
Instead of condemning and neglecting him on account of a 
temporary indulgence of his animal feelings, try to aid him in 
doing better, remembering that you, too, may have failings of 
which you are not aware. 

One extenuating circumstance in Mr. N.’s case, was his oc 
cupation. It was that of a butcher—almost of necessity a dis 
honest one. Meats are expensive, and unless sold immedi 
ately, spoil. Their profits also are great, so that Acquisitive 
ness on the one hand, and Cautiousness on the other, both ex- 
cited to the highest pitch, tempted him, and tempt a// butchers, 
to sell out at all events; and, this wear and tear of Conscien 
tiousness, blunts its sensibilities, though naturally keen. 

We will just add, that Phrenology furnishes the only true 
and satisfactory explanation of these and other similar intel- 
lectual and moral anomalies. Piety depends upon one class of 
developments, and honesty upon another. One may have the 
former ond not the latter, and, therefore, be a pious rascal; 
while another will have th2 latter and not the former, and 
thus be an honest infidel. So of the various kinds of talent; 
and, this beautiful solution of a moral problem, hitherto un- 
solved, is a strong evidence that it develops the laws of mind. 
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PUBLIC EXAMINATION OF THE SCULL OF A THIEF lll 


ARTICLE III. 


THE PHRENOLOGICAL DEVELOPMENTS AND CHARACTER OF A 
NOTORIOUS THIEF AND PROBABLE MURDERESS. 


In August, 1841, we were waited upon by Dr. Wilson Jew- 
ell, Jno. B. Jewell, his brother, and Dr. J. D. Smiley, (the latter 
mentioned on p. 73,) who requested our opinion of the phren- 
ological developments and character of a scull which they 
brought. Taking it in hand, we proceeded as follows: 

This was unquestionably the scull of a female. It is low 
and wide, which indicates a decided predominance of the an- 
imal propensities, with but feeble moral sentiments to control 
them. Only one moral organ is large enough to have any per- 
ceptible influence upon her conduct, and that is Benevolence. 
Hence, she was kind-hearted towards those she liked, buta 
most violent, bitter, and implacable enemy. Her two largest 
organs were Amativeness and Acquisitiveness, which, being 
uncontrolled by the moral sentiments, would render her liable 
to become licentious, and an inveterate thief. Her predomi- 
nant Amativeness with her feeble Conscientiousness, would 
predispose to its mere animal indulgence, and render her liable 
to bea harlot. Her predominant and uncontrolled Acquisi- 
tiveness, would naturally induce a thievish disposition, which 
her large Secretiveness would conceal most artfully. She 
would steal every thing on which she could lay her hands. 
There was no end to her stratagems and deceptions. 

She was also proud, arbitrary, domineering, haughty, and 
imperious ; would bear no reproof; always justify herself; most 
revengeful when provoked; and capable of almost any act of 
revenge, means for which she never lacked. She was obsti- 
nate, incorrigible, impervious to conviction, implacable, and 
destitute of moral principle, yet noble-minded, good-hearted, 
a true and warm-hearted friend; and would fight for the poor 
and oppressed. She had great command of words; was 
probably profane, and had good practical talents which her 
predominant propensities converted to selfish ends. Her lead- 
ing qualities were #hievishness, licentiousness, revenge, kind- 
ness, friendship, and cunning. Her defects were, smaller 
Cautiousness, Conscientiousness, and Marvellousness 
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The gentlemen named above, and Mr. Samuel Smith, of 
Eng., are our witnesses that immediately on the presentation 
of the scull, we gave the above description in the order stated; 
and, turning to our desk, wrote it outon thespot. The descrip- 
tion of character previously drawn up, was presented ; but, 
as we, in connexion with our brother, L. N. Fowler, had a 
public lecture on Phrenology at Temperance Hall, that even- 
ing, we requested that they might be withdrawn, and present- 
ed before the audience. We said nothing to our brother about 
it ; for, we wished to hear Ais opinion, and also to test practical 
Phrenology. The scull was accordingly brought forward by 
the standing committee appointed to select subjects for exam- 
ination, viz: John Evans and George Simpson, both exten- 
sively known in Philadelphia, who kindly gave us their certifi 
cates that my brother gave the following description of the 
scull, presented by Dr. Jewell through taem. These are the 
notes taken during the examination. 

From the indications of this scull, I judge it to be that of a 
female, possessing an active mind—quick and vivid sensations, 
excitable, but a slim development of Conscientiousness, with 
strong selfish and social propensities, and large firmness, but 
small moral sentiments. IT should think she was in danger of 
perverting the animal with the social propensities, both of 
which are large. Hers was an active intellect, showing smart- 
ness, and shrewdness, and tact, (the result of an active mind 
and fair perceptive talent)—a strong tendency to licentiousness, 
and too much wi// to admit of amiableness. Benevolence was 
her only moral organ capable of influencing her character. 
She was capable of being cunning. Acquisitiveness is very 
strong; and, if a criminal, she was undoubtedly a thief. 

This was given inour absence. We were then re-called, 
and repeated as above, what we had said and written in the 
morning, and called for the reading of the written character 
prepared by Dr. Jewell, the owner of the scull. This written 
description of her real character we shall give in our next, 
accompanied with another engraving. 

Both engravings were accurately drawn the size of life, from 
measurement, and represent the real form of the scull itself, 
which Dr. J. kindly presented to us. We will, at any time, 
gladly show it to those who wish to see it, or furnish fac-simile 
casts, for phrenological collections. 
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In our next, we shall give the relative size of the develop- 
ments according to our scale of numbering (from 1 to 7); call 
the readers attention to those forms of the scull which indicate 
this relative size ; and, also publish the written description of 
the character and disposition of the individual, thereby furnish- 
ing not only an indubitable proof of the truth and practicability 
of Phrenology, but also what forms of scull and head indicate 
certain qualities, showing how to examine heads and sculls. 
This will also serve to settle accurately the location of Acquis- 
itiveness, about which there has been some dispute. 





ARTICLE IV. 


ON THE INCREASE OF ORGANS BY THE EXERCISE OF THEIR 
FACULTIES. 

One of the most important principles of Phrenology, is con- 
tained in its doctrine of the increase of the organs by the exer- 
cise of their faculties. This principle, besides cutting down at 
one fell blow the objections that Phrenology leads to fatalism 
and materialism, holds out the star of promise to those who 
aspire after self-improvement. It also shows parents an 
teachers how to mould and form the opening minds and morals 
of children in accordance with that standard of intellectual and 
moral excellence which Phrenology develops—an object of 
the highest possible moment. 

This principle of the increase of organs was a favorite Doc- 
trine of Spurzheim, and is equally so with ourself; though we 
regretted to hear Geo. Combe, in his lectures in Philadelphia, 
maintain that the form of the scull could not be materially 
changed after thirty—a doctrine overthrown by a multitude of 
facts of the most direct and unequivocal character. Fora full 
presentation of this subject, and its bearing on “education and 
self-improvement,’ we refer the reader to the other depart- 
ment of the Journal, p. 48. 

The history of this fact is as follows: Our worthy friend 
J. G. Forman, was mentioning the case in our office a few 


days ago, when we at once determined to send our artist to 
10* 
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take a mask. Mr. F. kindly volunteered to accompany him. 
At our second glance at the mask, we were forcibly struck with 
the fact, that just those organs which employ the eye in the ex- 
ercise of their functions, and those only, namely, Individual- 

a ity, Form, Size, Locality, and Color, were much larger upon 

“ the side opposite the seeing eye, than over it—a point not be- 
fore observed, and ¢he point of the fact. This single fact 
speaks volumes, and if the friends of the science do not appre- 
ciate the facilities afforded by the existence of a Phrenological 
Journal in which to record, and through which to disseminate 
facts like this, and that like Herod the great, and others, they 
do not look at this matter in the same light that we do. As 
long as we live we hope to see this medium sustained, and 
shall do ali that one man can do for its support.—Eb. 


For the American Phrenological Journal. 

Mr. Eprror:—As one of the objects of the Phrenological 
Journal is to collect facts in physiology, and preserve from ob- 
livion the many interesting cases that occur in the progress of 
Phrenology towards that perfection which it is ultimately des- 
tined to attain, I beg the privilege of communicating the fol- 
lowing. Itcame under my observation during a visit to the 
State Prison, at Sing Sing, and confirms, in the most striking 
manner, the discoveries which Phrenologists have made in the 
physiology of the brain. 

A female convict, Margaret Cain, among others, was brought 
in for examination. Her forehead presented a remarkable ap- 
pearance in the region of the perceptive faculties, amounting 
to adeformity. The organs of Form, Size, and Locality, 
were extensively developed in the left hemisphere of the brain, 

*W while the same organs in the opposite hemisphere, presented 
a marked deficiency. The left eyebrow, in the region of these 
t organs, projected nearly half an inch beyond the other. 

It appeared on inquiry, that early in July last, Dr. Post, of 
New York, had performed several operations in the prison for 
Strabismus, and this convict had been one of his subjects. Pre- 
vious to this operation, the left eye had been turned in towards 
the nose so far as to prevent its use from infancy ; and, the other 
eye, alone, had been exercised in the sense of vision. 

Now let it be borne in mind, that the perceptive faculties are 
















































Ay Lareeek pre a 


INCREASE OF THE ORGANS. 115 


principally exercised through the medium of the eyes,—par- 
ticularly the organs of Form, Size, and Locality, and it proves, 
beyond a doubt, the principle that exercise will enlarge, and 
neglect diminish any of the phrenological organs, in the same 
manner that the muscles or any other organ of the body may 
be enlarged or diminished by the same means. In judging of 
the form, size, proportion and position of objects, the impres- 
sions are made upon the eye and conveyed by the optic nerve 
to their appropriate organs in the brain. In this case, one of 
the eyes had never performed its functions, and those organs 
in the opposite hemisphere of the brain, with which it held 
communication, have remained small, as in infancy, from a 
want of natural and regular exercise: the other had always 
conveyed its impressions regularly to the brain, and those or- 
gans with which it communicated, had become very much en- 
larged. 

In addition to this, the case proves what is, perhaps, already 
established, that the’ organs in one: hemisphere of the brain 
effect the opposite side of the body; and that the optic nerves 
cross each other, instead of being united in the centre. Hence} 
in this convict the right eye had always performed the office 
of seeing, and the organs in the opposite hemisphere had at- 
tained their natural size, whilst the others remained small. 
It is remarkable that the greatest difference existed betwee 
those organs that are most exercised through the eye. Th 
organs of Order and Number were nearly alike in both hem. 
ispheres, and could be exercised without the aid of seeing. 

May it not also account for the fact, hitherto unaccountable, 
that the impression of external objects upon the retina of the 
vye are reversed or upside down, and yet when conveyed to 
the brain we see themasthey are? The optic nerves in cross- 
ing each other may restore the object to its proper position, and 
present it to the mind as it is, 

I deem all facts of this nature of the highest importance to 
the cause of science, and feel gratified that the Journal is in 
hands that will enable it to collect and preserve from oblivion 
facts and experiments that would otherwise be lost to the scien- 


tific world. Yours, &c., 
J. G. FORMAN. 


Peekskill, March, 1842. 
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ARTICLE V. 
EXISTING EVILS AND THEIR REMEDY.—NoO. 3. 


Our last article closed with stating the main and primary 
cause of our pecuniary embarrassment to be over-trading, 
which results from, and is induced by, our having too many 
ARTIFICIAL WANTs; and, their remedy to be found only in 
abridging these wants. In this article, which our limited 
space in this number necessarily abridges, we shall simply al- 
lude to a collateral branch of this tree of evil, namely, the 
retail system. The number of retail stores, groceries, drug ge- 
ries, groggeries, confectioneries, &c., is immense, and the num- 
ber of clerks, &c., employed in them, much greater. The 
enormous rents of the former, and the compensation of the 
latter, must be paid by the consumer, and out of the prices 
at retail above those at wholesale. This system operates with 
great severity, parlicularly upon the poor, who usually buy a 

Jittle at a time, and, therefore, pay most for it. Take your stand 
in a city grocery store, on a Saturday evening, and hear a little 
girl call for a three cent. candle, (which is eighteen cents per 
pound, though the price per pound is about fourteen, and by 
the box only ten cents, or scarcely above one half, and still 
cheaper and better when made in the family); a boy call 
for a pound of sugar, a servant for half a pint of milk, or a 
cent’s worth of vinegar, or half a pint of molasses, a tipler for 
a pint or dram of liquor, &c., and he will see that they pay in 
cash double and triple their price by the quantity. If they 
would lay in their year’s supply of sugar, molasses, &c., when 
the new crop reaches the market,—if they would buy a year’s 
stock of vegetables, grain, flour, fruit, meats, &c., at the time 
of their growth or production,—purchase dry goods by the 
piece, and to wear, not to flutter in the fashions, and make gar- 
ments and many other things in the family which they now 
purchase at stores, and lay in family supplies at wholesale, 
they would require to purchase comparatively little, and that 
little at half price. The surplus moneys, thus saved, would 
soon diminish our pecuniary embarrassment, and the surplus 

time now lost by consumers in going and waiting for them, 
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and by sellers in doing them up and selling at retail, would be 
quite as profitably spent in moral and intellectual culture. And, 
what is still more, in order to do a press of business on a fair 
day, or on some special occasion, most stores have more clerks 
than permanent business, who must be closely confined in 
doors, to the ruin of their health, just to wait for such occa- 
sional customers as may chance to purchase a yard of tape, or 
a paper of pins, or a penny’s worth of needles, or a brass 
thimble. 

It is true that the wages of clerks, are often saved by employ- 
ing apprentices ; but, to save time, and especially the time of 
lads, is far more important than to save the wages of adults; 
for, the former need their time for growth, and for improving 
their minds and morals. And, what is nearly as bad, all that 
is saved by the labor of apprentices, instead of being deducted 
from the price of goods, is added to the coffers of the owner, 
to augment the extravagance and luxury, and consequent mis- 
ery, of his family. 

We appeal whether the amount of time and money which 
might be saved by having fewer stores, groceries, and pur- 
chasing by the quantity, selling sugar by the Jarre/ instead of 
by the pound, &c., would not be immense, and might not be 
far more profitably spent than now in doubling and tripling 
the price of every article consumed. 

The mistaken opinion every where prevails, that the greater 
the number of stores, the cheaper the goods. But the truth is 
the reverse ; for, the greater the number of stores, the more rent 
and clerk hire must be paid, and paid solely by the increased 
price of the goods, besides the greater number of owners to be 
made rich out of the pro/it, that is, out of the losses of con- 
sumers. 

If to this it be objected that a multiplicity of dealers pre- 
vents monopoly, we reply by referring to the fable of the 
fox entangled in the brambles. When a friend kindly offered 
to drive away the flies that were sucking his blood, he replied, 
“by no means, for if these few, now almost satiated, be driven 
off, larger swarms of hungry ones will succeed, and rob me 
of every drop of blood remaining in my veins.” 

Besides, whole-saleing is conducted upon far more honora- 
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ble principles than the retailing, which is only another name 
for bantering, jewing, bargaining about cents, or rather pence, 
so as to get the odd half cent, &c. The palpable dishonesty re- 
sorted to by retailers, is too well known to require comment. 

In conclusion, then, we say to young men wishing to make 
for themselves fortunes of ill health, as well as trouble and 
vexation attendant upon bankruptcy, or, what is far worse 
upon pecuniary embarrassment,—to turn merchants; and to 
those whose means are too limited to allow of their paying 
more for articles than is absolutely necessary, we say, purchase 
necessaries only, and them dy the quantity, and, as often as 
practicable, directly from the producer. Have more or less 
land attached to your dwelling, so as to raise asmany of your 
eatables as may be; encourage domestic economy, and do- 
mestic manufacturers, so as to live mainly within yourself, 
buy but little, and pay for it down. 

In our next, we shall discuss the banking and the credit sys- 
tem; both being of the same genus, if not species. 





MISCELLANY. 


~ Animal Magnetism and Phrenology.—Having already laid before 
our readers some of the results of those experiments made at our scien- 
tific investigations, we shall, in our next, commence a more detailed 
account of them, in which we feel sure our readers will take a lively 
interest. We shall state nofhing but facts upon which our readers 
may place implicit reliance. 

In reference to Magnetism, independent of Phrenology, we have 
little to say, except that many of the literary savans of both the old 
and the new world, admit its truth; among whom are Lord Brougham, 
Charles Dickens, Dr. Elliotson, Dr. Nott, Pres. of Union College, Dr. 
Charles Caldwell, &c.; and George Combe, in his “'Tour’’ speaks of it 
rather favorably. In short, the public are waking up to examine and 
believe at least its facts. Combining it with Phrenology, will shed 
new lightupon both, and open a new field of physiological investigation. 

The Rev. La Roy Sunderland will soon publish a work devoted to this 
subject, in connexion with Phrenology, Physiology, &c., which we 
cordially recommend to our readers. We have every confidence in its 
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editor, and predict a most valuable “accession to both Physiology and 
and Phrenology, from this source. It will be published in monthly 
numbers of 24 pages each, royal octavo. Price $2 per year, in advance. 
Those who wish to subscribe, will incur no risk in ordering it; direct 
orders to 138 Fulton st., N. ¥. They will, without doubt, get double the 
value of their money. We will try to find room for his prospectus 
hereafter 


Phrenology in England.—Our English correspondent, M. B. 
Sampson, whose name is familiar to former readers of the Journal, has 
communicated the following interesting intelligence concerning Phren- 
ology in England: 

“In June next, the Phrenological Association hold another session 
in London. The meeting last year did much good; and I trust that for 
the future we shall be able to act with increased effect. In 1843 we meet 
at Edinburgh, and I look forward to that occasion as one which will tend 
most completely to arouse the public mind. I subjoin a list of our com- 
mittee as it isat present constituted. Lust year the science sustained a 
loss in the death of one of our members, Lord Douglass Holyburton. 

Committee—Henry G. Atkinson, Esq. F.G.S., Dr. Barlow, Thos. 
H. Bastard, Esq., Fras. B. Beamish, Esq., Richard Beamish, Esq., F. 
R.S., Dr. Browne, H. B. Churchill, Esq., Geo. Combe, Esq., Dr. 
Conolly, Dr. A. Cox, Richard Cull, Esq., James Deville, Esq., Dr. 
Elliotson, F.R.S., Professor Evanson, M.R.I.A., John J. Hawkins, 
Esq., William Hering, Esq., SirGeo. Mackenzie, Bart., F. R.S., L. & 
E., Dr. Moore, Robert Maugham, Esq., M. B. Sampson,Esq., James 
Simpson, Esq., Samuel Solly, Esq.,F.R.S., J. Soper Streeter, Esq., 
Edmond 8. Symes, Esq., Walter R. Trevelyan, Esq., F.R.S. E., 
Charles A. Tulk, Esq., F.R.S., Erasmus Wilson, Esq. 

M. B. Sampson, Esq., Clapham New Park, Surrey, Honorary Sec’y.” 

Will Mr. S. have the kindness to send a full report of these meetings 
for insertion in the Journal? Should not American Phrenologists send 
a delegation ?; 


The New York Lunatic Asylum, at Utica—No Phrenologist, and 
few unprejudiced men of science, require to be informed that a knowl- 
edge and application of Phrenology is indispensable to the successful 
treatment of the insane. Their malady—the most grievous that exists, 
because it effects the mind—is caused solely by a derangement of the 
brain, and can be cured only by restoring this disordered brain to healthy 
action. And what is still more, Phrenology shows that different por- 
tions of the brain, perform different functions, and therefore, that mon- 
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omania, the most common form of insanity, is caused by one of these 
portions, or one organ, being inflamed, and can be cured only by reducing 
this inflammation. Now, Phrenology points to the precise portion, the 
disorder of which causes this grievous affliction; and, thereby, shows 
just where to apply the remedy. What has given Dr. Woodward his 
marked success in this department? The application of Phrenology. 
Without some thorough Phrenologist within its walls, this institution 
will be hardly worth supporting; with one, its good will be incalculably 
augmented. Ten years will not pass, before the absence of this knowl- 
edge will be regarded asan unpardonable omission. Let Phrenologisis 
look to this matter, and speak out in a voice that shall be heard and obeyed ; 
for, it is the voice of reason, dictated by philanthropy. 
The accession from this source to our stock of phrenological knowl- 
edge, of precisely the kind wanted, would also be invaluable. Will 
Dr. M’Caul look to this matter? Will Amos Dean help him? 





An illustration of Comparison, Mirthfulness, Approbativeness and 
Self-Esteem.—A foppish, swelling, senseless dandy, who had lately 
managed to get himself elected a squire, dressed in the top of the fashion, 
and strutting egregiously, smoking a cigar, met Prof. Bascom riding or 
a fine horse in a dignified and imposing manner, whom he accosted as 
follows : 

«« How is it, Prof. Bascom, that you mount yourself in this splendid 
style, on so superb an animal? Why do you not imitate your Lord 
- and Master who was humble enough to be seen riding on an ass?” 
Bascom replied, “* Because I can get no asses; for they have taken 





hem all to make squires of” ! 
we q 


Dr. Caldwell has recently published a work on Animal Magnetism, 
in which he is said to have placed this matter upon an immoveable basis, 
and demonstrated the existence of Clairvoyance by facts which cannot 

set aside nor rebutted. | 


“Tue Soctat Moniter.’—The second ‘and third numbers of this 
excellent Monthly, published at Boston, are before us. We like its 
tone and spirit. It is calculated to do good, especially in elevating the 
character of woman, and in promulgating the true social and domestic 
principles of our nature. We cordially recommend it, and may occa- 
sionally quote from it. It takes grounds in reference to marriages sim- 
ilar to those embodied in our pamphlet on “ Phrenology applied to Mat- 
rimony,”’ which is to be published in connexion with the Journal. [See 
prospectus on the cover. } | 








